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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election with traverse of Invention I in the reply filed on 19 January 
2007 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the Action has not shown 
that the alleged Groups I and II are distinct from each other, but merely that they 
overlap in scope. This was not found persuasive because prong (2) was satisfied in the 
restriction in the Examiner's Office Action dated 8 January 2007 and that the inventions 
are independent due to their different classifications and thereby the fields of search. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Applicants election with traverse of Species B in the reply filed on 19 January 
2007 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the requirement is not 
legally proper as a reasonable number of species are permitted and that there is no 
valid explanation as to why the alleged species are independent or distinct. This is not 
found persuasive because the Examiner has the right to determine the number of 
reasonable species. However, the Examiner chooses to examine both Species. 

The requirement is therefore withdrawn. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show (1 ) 
how fastener members [sic] 294 and 296 "can be attached to the dispenser module 
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229" (see page 44, lines 12-13 of the specification), (2) how the resilient "spring 
member 298 produces a force ... against the pivot shaft 290" since it does not appear as 
if 298 contacts 290 in FIG. 30 (see page 45, lines 2-3 of the specification), and (3) how 
the pivotable shafts 290 and 294 pivot in an arcing direction with the aid of fastener 
members [sic] 294 and 296 as described in the specification. Any structural detail that 
is essential for a proper understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in 
the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 
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The drawings are objected to because there are no side or section views of FIG. 
35' through 38 that would clearly disclose the structures. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, 
the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 44, 
items 294 and 296 are concurrently referenced as "fastener members" and "retaining 
members". The items should have only one label to reduce confusion. 
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Appropriate correction is required. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: it is not 
clearly explained that (1 ) FIG. 31 is the side view of FIG. 32, (2) FIG. 34 is the mating of 
FIG. 32 and 33, and (3) FIG. 38 is not fully explained. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2, 7, and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: "the 
opposite end" is not clearly disclosed as belonging to the dispenser or the picker shaft. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In Claim 1 , line 8, the limitation "a picker roller" is recited. It is unclear if this is the 
same "picker roller" of the previous line. (Since Claims 2-19 refer to this claim, they are 
also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph as following Claims 1-19.) 
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In Claim 1 , lines 12+, the delineation of the separate recitations of the male and 
female mating portions is unclear. 

In Claim 2, line 2, the limitation "a supporting member" is recited. It is unclear if 
this is the same "supporting member" of the Claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 and 10-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Donnis, el al. (US 6,296,245) ("Donnis") in view of Hiroshi (Japanese Patent 10- 

025033). Donnis teaches: 

Claim 1: picker arrangement (100); automated banking machine media dispenser 
(column 1 , lines 6-11); rotatable picker shaft (28); drive pin (110); picker roller (27); 
currency cassette (13); drive end (See Fig. 2, bottom end of 28); mating portion (See 
FIG. G1 below, C); opposite end (See FIG. G1 below, D); supporting member (15b); 
Claim 4: portion of a wall (15b; Note: the wall is inherently metal) 
Claims 10-1 1 : a stripper arrangement (130); pivotable stripper shaft (59); stripper roller 
(58; column 4, lines 62-65); 
Claim 12: resilient member (124); 

Claim 13: metal spring tab (124; the tab is inherently metal); a dispenser body (34); 
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Claims 14-15: stripper shaft retaining member (143; column 4, 35+). 
Donnis does not directly show: 

Claim 1: male mating portion; female mating portion; drive pin mating portion; other of 
the male mating portion; [other of the] female mating portion. 

Hiroshi shows a similar device having: 
Claim 1 ("G2"): male mating portion (21); female mating portion (22); drive pin mating 
portion (drawing 1); other of the male mating portion (23); [other of the] female mating 
portion (25); 

for the purpose of easily replacing a picker roller from the front side of the device 
(paragraph [0008]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Donnis as taught by Hiroshi and include 
Hiroshi's similar device having the structures of G2 for the purpose of easily replacing a 
picker roller from the front side of the device. 

Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Donnis in view of Toda, et al. (U.S. 2003/0006546) ("Toda"). Donnis teaches all the 
limitations of the claims as discussed above and an opening (location where 28 
intersects 15b). Donnis does not directly show a spring tab. 

Toda shows a similar device having a spring tab (37; Note: in the Donnis 
reference the wall is inherently metal: therefore, Toda is only required to teach the 
structure of the spring tab) for the purpose of facilitating the attachment of a shaft 
(paragraph [0043]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention to modify Donnis as taught by Toda and include 
Toda's similar device having a spring tab for the purpose of facilitating the attachment of 
a shaft. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Donnis in 
view of Hiroshi. Donnis teaches all the limitations of the claims as discussed above. 
Donnis does not directly show an opening extending only partly through the tab. 

Hiroshi shows a similar device having an opening extending only partly through 
the tab (25) for the purpose of regulating rotation (paragraph [0024]). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to 
modify Donnis as taught by Hiroshi and include Hiroshi's similar device having an 
opening extending only partly through the tab for the purpose of regulating rotation. 

Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Donnis in view of Tanaka, et al. (US 5,863,036) ("Tanaka"). Donnis teaches all the 
limitations of the claims as discussed above. Donnis does not directly show a pivotable 
take-away shaft, take-away roller, or a take-away shaft retaining member. 

Tanaka shows a similar device having a pivotable take-away shaft (shaft of 78), 
take-away roller (78), and a take-away shaft retaining member (86; Fig. 7) for the 
purpose of facilitating the attachment of a shaft (paragraph [0043]). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to 
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modify Donnis as taught by Tanaka and include Tanaka's similar device having a spring 
tab for the purpose of facilitating the attachment of a shaft. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Donnis 
in view of Hiroshi, in further view of Toda, and further in view of Tanaka. Donnis teaches 
all the limitations of the claims as discussed above. Donnis does not directly show all 
that was taught by Hiroshi, Toda, or Tanaka above. 

Hiroshi, Toda, and Tanaka show similar devices having all that was taught by 
Hiroshi, Toda, and Tanaka above for the purposes shown above. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to 
modify Donnis as taught by Hiroshi, Toda, and Tanaka and include Hiroshi, Toda, and 
Tanaka's similar devices having all that was taught by Hiroshi, Toda, and Tanaka above 
for the purposes shown above. 
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FIG. G1 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gerald W. McClain whose telephone number is (571 ) 

272- 7803. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick H. Mackey can be reached on (571) 272-6916. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Gerald W. McClain 

Examiner 

Art Unit 3653 



